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Abstract: At present, the number of doping cases in the sports field remains high and the forms vary,
indicating that the high-pressure policy of international sports organizations on doping incident has not
reached its institutional purpose. This article analyzes the situation of doping control from a global
perspective by the methods of literature review, case study, historical analysis. It demonstrates that
there are still two contradictions that are difficult to reconcile with regards to doping control on the
international sports field, namely the increasingly strict doping control and the increasing proliferation
of doping problems, as well as the growing contradiction between perfection of doping arbitration rules
and the persistence of disputes in doping cases. This highlights the limitations of current ways of
analyzing and solving problems. Therefore, it is necessary to break through the shackles of the old
ways, to do analysis starting from the protection of the basic human rights of athletes, and to suggest
that the feasible solution to the dilemma lies in thesystem of participation which allows all parties to
get involved in each procedure. The essential attributes of the arbitration system determine the
objective feasibility of the system of participation, and the controversy of the sports arbitration system
determines the actual demand for the system of participation. The design of the participation system
should mainly focus on the time and the content of participation by the parties, i.e. pre-procedures can
be set before the arbitral tribunal to give the parties the right to participate in the discussion of what
have happened and which rules to apply. The 2022 Beijing Winter Olympics Games should be
dedicated to providing the hardware and software facilities that are conducive to expanding the
involvement and engagement of the parties, ensuring the actual participation of the parties during the
whole process., and enhancing the facilities that are essential for the timeliness of participation, so as
to boostthe respect thatthe parties obtain from the procedures and reduce the unwillingness of the the
parties when seeing the results of disputes in order to facilitate the execution of the verdicts.
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刘韵：北京冬奥会背景下兴奋剂仲裁案件的程序正义进路——以运动员的基本人权为视角
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